Message

From: Flowers, Lynn [Flowers.Lynn@epa.gov]
Sent: 9/19/2016 4:29:20 PM
To: Berner, Ted [Berner.Ted @epa.gov]; Keshava, Nagalakshmi [Keshava.Nagu@epa.gov]; Bateson, Thomas

[Bateson.Thomas@epa.gov]; Ross, leff [Ross.Jeffrey@epa.gov]; Lobdell, Danelle [Lobdell.Danelle@epa.gov];
Birchfield, Norman [Birchfield.Norman@epa.gov]; Bussard, David [Bussard.David@epa.gov]; Walton, Barb
[Walton.Barb@epa.gov]; Fegley, Robert [Fegley.Robert@epa.gov]; McQueen, Jlacqueline
[McQueen.Jacqueline@epa.gov]; Hauchman, Fred [hauchman.fred@epa.gov]; Rogers, John M.
[Rogers.John@epa.gov]; Benson, William [Benson. William@epa.gov]; Slimak, Michael [Slimak.Michael@epa.gov];
Ross, Mary [Ross.Mary@epa.govl]; Vandenberg, John [Vandenberg.John@epa.govl]; Bahadori, Tina
[Bahadori.Tina@epa.gov]; Jones, Samantha [Jones.Samantha@epa.gov]; Gwinn, Maureen
[ewinn.maureen@epa.gov]; D'Amico, Louis [DAmico.Louis@epa.gov]

Subject: DELIBERATIVE - CLOSE HOLD glyphosate update

Attachments: glyphosate issue_paper_evaluation_of carcincogenic_potential_final 09 16 16.pdf;
glyphosate_sap_charge_questions_-final.pdf

Hieveryone: |atiached the final charge and white paper that are now publicly availlable,

Fhave looked at all of the final edits that were made
Rad Hanyons is interested in "compare” documents,

to the charge and white paper and compared them o the last suggestions that we
please et me know and [ will forward o yvou

For the white paper and chargs, many of our final suggested edils were aoceplad.

We had 3 major impact on the charge and the document in hel
vary good thing for us to sl work together Thank you everyone

ing GPP be transparent in their analysis and decision-malking. twas a

Fosted Beptember 16, 2018

In This Update:

7
18

entific Advisory Panel to Meet on Cancer Polential of Glyphosate

¢ icide Act Scientific Advisory Fanel {SARY will mes! October 18.21, 2048, 1o consider and
review & § ;L ,‘z ic lssus ng evi ad by the Envirenmental Protection Ag ?ﬂc‘yw BAY regarding EFA&'s evalustion

CRTCinOge: ! b

ERA has memahpcﬁ meeting rmi@maiw i dooket EPAHQ-OFP-2018-0385 af www regulations gov, inciuding a glyphosals issue papsy
with the Agency's proposed classification that glvphosate is not likely to be carcinogenic io m imans at doses relevant for hume

risk gszessment. The charge io the SAP s also posted on the Sclentific & fmcw Panel websils,

The peer review panel has 80 davs o provide EPA with s wriltan v SPA h’z% reviewstd the &
sppropriate changes 1o our risk assessment, we intend § ea5¢ gl the "m;%mem four fuéi Emm;
assessments for g 80-day pubi ¢ corinent ;saa“uj YWe are currently scheduded to publish the human heall
assessmania in spring 2017

aﬁj seological risk
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